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SUPREME COURT MINUTES 

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 18, 2009 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 

 

 

 

 S174735 A120455 First Appellate District, Div. 2 BARRAGAN-MENDOZA  

   (MARTIN) ON H.C. 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

October 16, 2009. 

 

 

 S174784 B205715 Second Appellate District, Div. 4 PEOPLE v. GOVEA (RAY  

   RONNIE) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

October 21, 2009. 

 

 

 S174825 B217096 Second Appellate District, Div. 8 BOYKINS (RAYMOND) ON  

   H.C. 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

October 20, 2009. 

 

 

 S174875 A125305 First Appellate District, Div. 3 LOPEZ (JESUS) ON H.C. 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

October 16, 2009. 

 

 

 S174905 E042693 Fourth Appellate District, Div. 2 PEOPLE v. NELSON (JAMES  

   CLAYTON) 

 The time for granting or denying review in the above-entitled matter is hereby extended to  

October 22, 2009. 
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 S089619   PEOPLE v. ALVAREZ  

   (FRANCISCO JAY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to November 9, 2009. 

 

 

 S163905 B194358 Second Appellate District, Div. 6 PEOPLE v. ALBILLAR  

   (ALBERT ANDREW) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of the parties and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

the simultaneous letter briefs is extended to October 30, 2009.  The time for filing the reply letter 

briefs is extended to November 10, 2009. 

 

 

 S165906 B204354 Second Appellate District, Div. 5 HAWORTH (RANDAL D.) v.  

   S.C. (OSSAKOW) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of Consumer Attorneys of California and good cause appearing, it is ordered that 

the time to serve and file an application for permission to file an amicus curiae brief in support of 

Real Party in Interest Susan A. Ossakow, is extended to September 17, 2009. 

 

 

 S169214   GOMEZ (JOSE CARMEN) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

the reply to the informal response is extended to October 13, 2009. 

 

 

 S175275   ABEL (JOHN CLYDE) ON  

   H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General James D. Dutton’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the informal response by August 6, 2010, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to November 9, 2009.  

After that date, only five further extensions totaling about 270 additional days are contemplated. 
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 S175417   RAMOS, JR., (WILLIAM  

   JAMES) ON H.C. 

 Extension of time granted 

 Good cause appearing, and based upon Senior Assistant Attorney General Ronald S. Matthias’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the informal response by January 8, 2010, counsel’s 

request for an extension of time in which to file that document is granted to November 9, 2009.  

After that date, only one further extension totaling about 60 additional days is contemplated. 

 

 

 S175532   UTILITY CONSUMERS’  

   ACTION NETWORK v.  

   CALIFORNIA PUBLIC  

   UTILITIES COMMISSION  

   (SAN DIEGO GAS &  

   ELECTRIC COMPANY) 

 Extension of time granted 

 On application of Real Party in Interest San Diego Gas & Electric Company and good cause 

appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file real parties’ answers to petition for writ of 

review is extended to 35 days after this Court’s resolution of the motions to transfer. 

 

 

 S142430   BRAVOS ON DISCIPLINE 

 Probation revoked 

 The court orders that the probation of JAMES W. BRAVOS, State Bar Number 138097, is 

revoked.  The court further orders that JAMES W. BRAVOS is suspended from the practice of 

law for two years, execution of that period of suspension is stayed, and he is placed on probation 

for two years subject to the following conditions:   

1. JAMES W. BRAVOS is suspended from the practice of law for a minimum of the first year  

 of his probation (with credit given for the period of involuntary inactive enrollment from  

 July 26, 2008, to November 18, 2008), and he will remain suspended until the following  

 requirements are satisfied:   

 i. He makes restitution to Christopher Enge in the amount of $3,712.50 plus 10 percent  

  interest per year from November 17, 2003, (or reimburses the Client Security Fund, to the  

  extent of any payment from the fund to Christopher Enge, in accordance with Business  

  and Professions Code section 6140.5) and furnishes proof to the State Bar’s Office of  

  Probation in Los Angeles;  

 ii. If he remains suspended for two years or more as a result of not satisfying the preceding  

  condition, he must also provide proof to the State Bar Court of his rehabilitation, fitness  

  to practice and learning and ability in the general law before his suspension will be  

  terminated.  (Rules Proc. of State Bar, tit. IV, Stds. for Atty. Sanctions for Prof.  

  Misconduct, std. 1.4(c)(ii).);  

2. JAMES W. BRAVOS must comply with the other conditions of probation recommended by  

| the Review Department of the State Bar Court in its opinion filed on June 15, 2009; and  
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3. At the expiration of the period of probation, if JAMES W. BRAVOS has complied with all  

 conditions of probation, the two-year period of stayed suspension will be satisfied and that  

 suspension will be terminated. 

 JAMES W. BRAVOS must also comply with rule 9.20 of the California Rules of Court and 

perform the acts specified in subdivisions (a) and (c) of that rule within 30 and 40 calendar days, 

respectively, after the effective date of this order.  Failure to do so may result in disbarment or 

suspension. 

 Costs are awarded to the State Bar in accordance with Business and Professions Code section 

6086.10 and are enforceable both as provided in Business and Professions Code section 6140.7 

and as a money judgment. 

 


